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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claims 2 and 3 are objected to. Claims 2 and 3, have limitations comprised of a 
handle and handle bore located at the second end of the bar. This is inconsistent with 
copending claim 15 and with the specification, which places the handle and handle bore 
at the second end of the threaded rod, not the second end of the bar. Claims 2 and 3 
have been examined as having the handle and handle bore at the second end of the 
threaded rod. Applicant should address this concern in applicants response to this 
office action and correct these claims if they are inconsistent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-3, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 2,794,217 to Croft. 

Regarding claim 1 , Croft discloses a brace for supporting a window between 
frame walls (fig. 1). The brace having a bar (fig. 2: 17) a plate fixed to a first end of the 
bar and having a threaded hole (fig. 4: 24; column 2, lines 43-44), a threaded rod (fig. 4: 
26) passing through the threaded hole at a first end and at a second end contains a foot 
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plate (fig. 4: 28) for pressing against a frame (fig. 4: 14). Croft also discloses rotating 
the threaded rod (fig. 4: 26) to force the foot (fig. 4: 28) to secure the panel (fig. 2: 12). 

Regarding claim 2, Croft discloses a handle (column 2, lines 51-53) at the 
second end of the threaded rod for turning the threaded rod. 

Regarding claim 3, Croft discloses a cross bore (fig. 4: 30) at the second end of 
the threaded rod for receiving a turning handle (column 2, lines 51-53). 

Regarding claim 5, Croft discloses the plate (fig. 4: flat top of component 24) as 
being spaced from the end of the bar (fig. 4: 18). 

Regarding claim 6, Croft discloses another bar (fig. 2: 19) connected to the first 
bar (fig. 2: 18) joined by a connector (fig. 2: 20). 

Regarding claim 8, Croft discloses an extension (fig. 5: 20) at the second end of 
the bar (fig. 5: 18). 

Regarding claim 10, Croft discloses a gripping pad (fig. 2: 37) located at the 
second end of the bar (fig. 2: 1 8). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 2,794,217 to Croft in view of U.S. Patent No. 3,027,140 to Holzbach. 

Regarding claim 4, Croft discloses the brace as having a bore in the first end 
portion (fig. 4: 18) of the bar and the threaded rod (fig. 4: 26) received in the bore. 
However, Croft does not disclose the bar as being formed of wood. Holzbach discloses 
a brace having a wooden bar (fig. 1:41), and a threaded rod (fig. 2: 5) as being 
received within a bore (fig. 2: 43) located at a first end of the bar. It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Croft by making the bar from wood, as disclosed by Holzbach, in order to reduce 
weight and costs of the brace while protecting the brace from corrosion. 

Claims 7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 2,794,217 to Croft. 

Regarding claim 7, Croft discloses holes (fig. 5: 21) formed in the connector (fig. 
5: 20), locking pins (column 2, lines 38-39) and discloses any suitable manner for 
connecting the bars to the connector (column 2: lines 37-39). However, Croft does not 
specifically disclose holes formed in the bars to coincide with the holes formed in the 
connector. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Croft by adding holes in the bars in order for the pins 
(fig. 5: 21 ) to pass through the connector and, additionally, into the bars in order to 
create a stronger connection between bars and connector. 
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Regarding claim 9, Croft discloses holes (fig. 5: 21) formed in the extension (fig. 
5: 20), locking pins (column 2, lines 38-39) and discloses any suitable manner for 
connecting the bar to the extension (column 2: lines 37-39). However, Croft does not 
specifically disclose holes formed in the bar to coincide with the holes formed in the 
extension. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Croft by adding holes in the bar in order for the pins 
(fig. 5: 21) to pass through the extension and, additionally, into the bar in order to create 
a stronger connection between bar and the extension. 

Claims 1 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 2,794,217 to Croft in view of U.S. Patent No. Re. 32,509 to Werner. 

Regarding claim 11, Croft does not disclose a connecting strip for connecting 
protective panels. Werner discloses a connecting strip (fig. 6: 30) for joining protective 
panels (fig. 6: 28). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Croft by adding the connecting strip and 
protective panels, as disclosed by Werner, in order to better protect the framed window 
from flying debris and to be able to use a number of different sized panels to fit whithin 
the window opening. 

Regarding claim 12, Werner discloses the connecting strip (fig. 6: 30) as having 
spaced walls (fig. 6: above and below from where component 30a is shown) 
interconnected by a cross piece (fig. 6: see unlabeled central portions adjacent 30b 
connecting walls). 
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Regarding claim 13, Croft discloses a method of using a brace for supporting a 
window between frame walls (fig. 1 ). The brace having a bar (fig. 2: 1 7), a plate fixed to 
a first end of the bar and having a threaded nut hole (fig. 4: 24; column 2, lines 43-44), a 
threaded rod (fig. 4: 26) passing through the threaded nut hole at a first end and at a 
second end contains a foot plate (fig. 4: 28) for pressing against a frame (fig. 4: 14). 
Croft also discloses rotating the threaded rod (fig. 4: 26) to force the foot (fig. 4: 28) to 
secure a window panel (fig. 2: 12). However, Croft does not disclose at least one 
protective panel over the fixed window panel. Werner discloses at least one protective 
panel (fig. 1 : 22 & fig. 6: 26 & 28) for protecting windows. It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Croft by 
adding at least one protective panel to the brace system, as disclosed by Werner, in 
order to protect the window panels from flying debris. 

Regarding claim 14, Croft discloses the rod (fig. 4: 26) as threadably attached to 
the bar by a threaded fixing plate (fig. 5: 24) having an end nut (fig. 5: flat top of 24). 

Regarding claim 15, Croft discloses rotating the rod (fig. 5: 26) through a handle 
member (column 2, lines 51-53) attached to the rod. 

Regarding claim 16, Croft discloses interconnecting a pair of bars through a 
connector (fig. 5: 20) and locking pins (fig. 5: 21). 

Regarding claim 17, Croft discloses an extension (fig. 2: 20) attached at the 
second end portion of the bar (fig. 2: 18). 

Regarding claim 18, Croft discloses interconnecting the bar (fig. 2: 18) and the 
extension (fig. 2: 20) through locking pins (fig. 5: 21). 
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Regarding claim 19, Werner discloses interconnecting multiple protective panels 
(fig. 6: 26 & 28) through a connecting strip (fig. 6: 30). 

Regarding claim 20, Werner discloses the panels as being inserted into channels 
(fig. 6: between 30a) on both sides of the connecting strip (fig. 6: 30). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

The cited patents listed on the included form PTO-892 further show the state of 
the art with respect to window braces in general. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Basil Katcheves whose telephone number is 
(703) 306-0232. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:30 
am to 4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl Friedman, can be reached at (703) 308-0832. 

BK Basil Katcheves 

5/25/04 Examiner AU 3635 



